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1 This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 

S Box No. I Basis of the opinion 
0 Box No. II Priority 

0 Box No. Ill Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 

□ Box No. IV Lack of unity of invention 

0 Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43b/s.l (a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or incuscrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

□ (Box No. VI Certain documents cited 

□ Box No. VI! Certain defects in the international application 

□ Box No. VIII Certain observations on the international application 

2 FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will usually be considered to be a 
written opinion of the International Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA"). However, this does not apply where 
the applicant chooses an Authority other than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has noiifed tha 
International Bureau under Rule 66.1fa/s(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority 
will not be so considered. 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is invited to 
submit to the IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration otihre© 
months from the date of mailing of Form PCT/ISA520 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, 
whichever expires later. 

For further options, see Form PCT/tSA£20. 

3. For further details, see notes to Form PCT/ISA520. 
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jox No, I Basis ot the opinion _" 

1 Vith regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 
he language in which it was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

3 This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into fte following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23 1(b)). 

2- Vith regard to any nucleotide andfor amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 
i format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 
c. time of filingrfurnishing: 

U contained in the international application as filed. 

□ tiled together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing andflr table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as fifed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 



■••^nn PCT^za^^^^^^. , yy; : ^ ::: ^ . • BEST AVAILABLE 





13-APR-2006 13:26 



FROM K R BRYER 8. CO 



TO GIFFORD 



P. 15/34 



WWilTTEN OPINION OF THE 

I INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No 
PCT/GB2OO4/D0444O 



jox No. II Priority 



1.-3 The following document has not been furnished: 

B copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43ta.1 and 667(&;'). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 4v3D/s.1 and 65.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority d«te. 

2- ] This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the prto-ity claim 

has been found invalid (Rules 43tos.1 and 64. 1 ). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3- 3 It has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim because a copy of the priority document 

was not available to the ISA at the time that the search was conducted (Rule 17.1 ). This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority (kite. 

4. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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Box No. II! Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, Inventive step and industrial 
applicability ^ 

The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to bo non 
obvious), or to be industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of: 

□ the entire international application, 
3 claims Nos. 24, 25 

because: 

□ the said international application, or the said claims Nos. relate to the following subject matter which 
does not require an international preliminary examination (specify): 

□ the description, claims or drawings (indicate particular elements below) or said claims Nos. are so 
unclear that no meaningful opinion could be formed (specify): 

□ the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion 
could be formed. 

0 no international search report has been established tor the whole application or for said claims Nos. 24, 25 

□ the nucleotide and/br amino acid sequence listing does not comply with the standard provided tor in Annex 
C of the Administrative Instructions in that: 

the written form □ has not been furnished 

□ does not comply with the standard 
the computer readable form □ has not been furnished 

□ does not comply with the standard 

□ the tables related to the nucleotide andbr amino acid sequence listing, if in computer readable form only, do 
not comply with the technical requirements provided for in Annex C-b/s of the Administrative Instructions. 

□ See separate sheet for further details 
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Box No. v Reasoned statement under Rule 43b/s.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive stop or 
jndustrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



i- Statement 
Novelty (N) 

inventive step (IS) 

Industrial applicability (IA) 



Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 

Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 

Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 



1-22 
23 



1-23 
1-23 



2- Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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fie Item V. 



The following documents are referred to in this communication: 
D1 : WO 98/58788 A (MOVEVIRGO LIMITED; FROST, IRA, NORMAN; 
WILKINSON, STEPHEN, JOHN) 30 December 1998 (1998-12-30) 



2 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 1 



2. 1 The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 ) PCT, because the 
subject matter of claim 1 does not involve an inventive step in the sense of Article 



2. 1 .1 Document D1 , which is considered to represent the most relevant state of the 
art to the subject matter of claim 1 , discloses all the features of claim 1 with ihe 
exception that in D1 the attachment means is not provided with an irregular 
surface in contact with the material (cf. D1 , page 9, line 15 - page 1 0, line 5) 

2.1 .2 The subject-matter of independent claim 1 is therefore new in the senso of 
Article 33(2) PCT. 

2.1 .3 The problem to be solved by the present invention may therefore be regarded 
as 

To improve the adherence between the attachment and the moulding material 
during curing (cf. this application, page 8, third paragraph) 

2.1 .4 The solution proposed in claim 1 of the present application cannot be 
considered as involving an inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT) for the following 
reasons: 

The application of an irregular surface to improve the adhesion between an 



insert and the moulding material is a common knowledge to the skilled men and 
applied accordingly in the state of the art (see the several documents cited in 



33(3)PCT. 



Form PCT/ISA/237 (Separate Sheet) (Sheet 1) (EPO-January 2004) 
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the search report). The application of a commonly applied solution for a 
commonly known problem can not lead to subject matter being inventive in the 
sense of Article 33(3) PCT. 



3 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 23 

3.1 The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 ) PCT, because the: 
subject-matter of claim 23 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. 
Document D1 discloses (the references in parentheses applying to this document): 
The apparatus as searched protection for in claim 23 is identical to the one as 
disclosed by D1. It is noted that the use of an apparatus is not a feature of the 
apparatus perse and can therefore not be used to distinguish an apparalus from 
the prior art. 

4 DEPENDENT CLAIMS 2-22, 

Dependent claims 2-22 do not contain any features which, in combination with the 
features of any claim to which they refer, meet the requirements of the PCT in 
respect of inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT). 

It is noted that the current application in claims 4-10 refer to all commonly Known 
irregular surface structures to improve bonding between an insert and moulding 
material. It seems therefore, that none of the subject matter of claims 4-1 0 can lead 
to subject matter being inventive in the sense of Article 33(3) PCT since any of the 
suggested irregular surfaces in the dependent claims 4-10 will solve the problem 
underlying the current application. Reference is further made to the search report for 
the relevant prior art for the various claims. 

5. The following is noted too: 

(a) The term Velcro employed in claim 9 and appearing to be a registered trade mark 
has no precise meaning as it is not internationally accepted as standard descriptive 
term, thereby rendering the definition of the subject-matter of this claim unclear, 
Article 6 PCT. 
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!b) Contrary to the requirements of Rule 5.1 (a)(ii) PCT, the relevant background art 
disclosed in the document D1 is not mentioned in the description, nor is this 
document identified therein. 

|c) Independent claim 1 is not in the two-part form in accordance with Rule 6.3(b) PCT, 
which in the present case would be appropriate, with those features known in combi- 
nation from the prior art (document D1 ) being placed in the preamble (Rule 6.3(b)(1) 
PCT) and with the remaining features being included in the characterising pan (Rule 
6.3(b)(ii) PCT). 

(d) The features of the claims are not provided with reference signs placed in 
parentheses (Rule 6.2(b) PCT). 

(e) It appears that claim 18 is depending on claim 1 8 and claim 22 on 1 9 (Rule 6.4 PCT). 
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